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clear motives on the part of the Repub-
lican majority to have a one-sided in-
vestigation, and the reason is what
they do not want to do is to look into
the practice that they were heavily en-
gaged in in the last session of this Con-
gress and during the election, of lobby-
ists writing the legislation in this body
in exchange for campaign contribu-
tions.

Today on the floor of this House, the
majority whip gave us his own revi-
sionist history lesson on campaign fi-
nance reform. The majority whip, the
gentleman from Texas, was widely
criticized during the last Congress for
allowing lobbyists to write legislation
in his office. Article after article docu-
mented meetings where GOP donors
were invited to draft bills on issues of
concern to their special interests.

One such article from the Washing-
ton Post on March 12, 1995, and these
are the words of the article and I am
not making this up, this is documenta-
tion, documents an organization called
‘‘Project Relief’’ that included 350 in-
dustry members and lobbyists. Instead
of just proposing legislation, the ma-
jority whip let them draft the laws di-
rectly. In other words, he would let
paid lobbyists do what House Members,
Members who are duly elected by the
500,000 or 600,000 people they represent
in their districts to come here to carry
the interests of those folks to this
body, to craft that legislation in terms
of good and meaningful public policy in
the lives of American taxpayers, he
would let the lobbyists do what House
Members are elected to do.

The gentleman even admitted the
practice, saying that the lobbyists
have, and this is a quote, ‘‘They have
the expertise.’’ Today the gentleman
from Texas claimed it never happened.
Once again Republicans do not want an
open investigation.

I will tell the Members the other
items they do not want to look into.
The tobacco industry gave the [RNC]
Republican National Committee, $7.4
million. They passed a product liabil-
ity that would have saved the tobacco
company millions of dollars. The NRA
gave $2 million. The GOP worked to try
to kill the assault weapons ban in the
last session of the Congress.

The GOP Congress let big business
help write a workplace safety bill. In
January of 1995 big business lobbyists
wrote up a 30-item wish list for limit-
ing certain workplace safety regula-
tions. When the bill was finished in
early June, virtually every single item
on that wish list had been incorporated
into the final version of the bill. Busi-
ness lobbyists even worked closely in
drafting the legislation.

There were other areas in terms of
other non-legislative outrages. I am
just going to hold up this book. This is
the National Republican Campaign
Committee, this is the tactical PAC
project, PAC being Political Action
Committees. These were folks who
were given a friendly or unfriendly no-
tation by their name. This was cir-

culated to the GOP representatives
based on how much money these folks
gave to Republicans or Democrats.

The majority whip, who was nick-
named ‘‘the Hammer,’’ and is very
proud of this appellation here, for his
fund raising techniques, has been
known to greet lobbyists with this
book, thumbing through it, and saying,
see, you are in the book, one way or
the other.

The long and short of it, I think what
we ought to do is to continue with a lot
of this information, to get it out. The
public ought to know this. We ought to
try to get it out, so that the public has
both sides. This needs to be a fair and
open investigation.

No one is saying that we should not
investigate. We should, because wrong-
doing, wherever it occurs, ought to be
stopped. Let us do the right thing by
the American people. Let us open this
investigation and make sure that both
sides are heard. I thank my colleague
for having this special order today and
for allowing me some time to speak.

Mr. TIERNEY. I thank my colleague
for taking the time to point out in the
remaining 2 minutes that I have, Mr.
Speaker, just to continue to point out
some of the issues that the gentle-
woman brought to light, and being that
what we are really discussing here is
the fact that this is a proposal by a
committee and a committee chair-
person to run a totally extraordinary
and unusual type of campaign inves-
tigation that focuses only on one
party, one office, instead of doing what
the other body, the Senate, did in
terms of broadening it out.

The fact of the matter is, as our mi-
nority leader, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. WAXMAN], pointed out, the
fact of the matter is that we can do
better. We need not have two separate
investigations, particularly when one
of them is really compromised the way
the one in the House pretends to be.

We ought to do what they have done
over in the Senate side, or let them do
it if we cannot work jointly with them,
save the American taxpayer some $14
million, and deal with both parties, all
offices, and have a credible investiga-
tion, and not one where we have one in-
dividual unilaterally, without any con-
straints, issuing subpoenas.

In every other investigation that has
been done by these bodies of any noto-
riety, the gentlewoman will note that
there was never a case of the unilateral
issuance of subpoenas by the chair-
person, whether it be Watergate, Iran-
Contra, the House Ethics Committee,
or the proposed Senate investigation,
nor have there been unilateral releases
of privileged and confidential docu-
ments in any of those.

Yet our chairperson in the House
purports to do both of them, but he
purports to do it by silently not stating
specifically the context of his inves-
tigation and the protocol, so those
Members of his committees who pro-
fess to be moderate or profess that
they would be embarrassed by such a

venture can hide behind that lack of
specificity.

I want to thank all of my colleagues
who came to the floor today to high-
light this matter, and urge, Mr. Speak-
er, that we see some leadership on the
other side of the aisle here, that we do
something that will have credibility,
that we move forward so the American
people will know that this Congress is
working for them.
f

ANNOUNCEMENT REGARDING THE
PASSING OF THE HONORABLE
CHARLES G. HAYES, FORMER
MEMBER OF CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHOOD). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. RUSH] is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I am sad-
dened this afternoon, as I have the re-
sponsibility to announce to the Mem-
bers of this body, to the Nation, and to
the residents of the First Congressional
District that on last evening our
friend, our colleague, former Rep-
resentative Charles G. Hayes, died last
night.

Charlie Hayes, Mr. Speaker, as we
know, was a man who was at the fore-
front of the struggle of poor people, mi-
norities, women, trade unionists. He
dedicated his entire life, Mr. Speaker,
to promoting the interests of the dis-
advantaged, the downtrodden, the poor,
the oppressed.

Mr. Speaker, those of us who served
with Charlie Hayes during his tenure,
beginning in the 90th Congress, recall
affectionately and vividly his loud
voice at the rear of the room when
things got unruly here. He would call
out ‘‘Regular order, regular order,’’ in
a distinctive manner, and everyone
would be brought to attention because
of his commanding voice.

Mr. Speaker, his commanding voice
called ‘‘Regular order,’’ indeed, in the
affairs of this Nation, certainly as he
saw injustices throughout the land, as
he saw injustices in the union, trade
union movement, as he saw injustices
occurring in the city of Chicago and
throughout the Nation.

Charlie Hayes was one of the giants
of this Nation. America could not have
produced a more sincere, a more dedi-
cated, a more courageous leader than
Charlie Hayes.

I knew Charlie Hayes on a lot of per-
sonal levels. I can recall moments
when our community felt as though we
were not being represented in the city
of Chicago in a fair way, and Charlie
Hayes was at the forefront, the leader
of an organization, a committee, called
the Committee to Elect a Black Mayor
in the City of Chicago. The culmina-
tion of that committee’s work was to
elect Harold Washington mayor of the
city of Chicago.

Charlie Hayes was a man who
reached out to all races, to all ele-
ments in this society. All that you re-
quired in order to get Charlie Hayes’
commitment to you was that you be
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discriminated against, that you be dis-
advantaged. If in fact you had those re-
quirements, those prerequisites, then
Charlie Hayes was indeed your cham-
pion and your leader.

Charlie Hayes served gallantly in
this Congress. He was the first trade
union leader to become a Member of
Congress. He served gallantly on behalf
of the people who reside in the First
Congressional District. He was indeed a
man whose every step was on behalf of
the poor and the downtrodden, whose
every act as a Member of this body,
whose every act as a member of the
trade union leadership movement,
whose every act as an adult individual,
his every act was characterized by his
commitment to humanity, to the
upliftment of humanity.

Mr. Speaker, I am very, very sad-
dened as I stand before this body to de-
liver these few words of announcement
that my friend, your friend, your col-
league, Charlie Hayes, has passed on.

Mr. Speaker, as I sit back and I re-
flect for a moment on what Charlie is
doing now in the assembly of God, in
the heaven, I too know that he is look-
ing here among us, and he is seeing and
observing some of the things that are
occurring here. I know that he is par-
ticularly saddened by that. I can just
vividly imagine hearing his voice from
the heaven calling down upon this
body, addressing us all and saying,
‘‘Friends, colleagues, regular order.’’
f

SUPPORTING COUNTRY-OF-ORIGIN
LABELING LEGISLATION ON IM-
PORTED FRUITS AND VEGETA-
BLES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio [Ms. KAPTUR] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, at a later
point I will have something to say
about our distinguished colleague, Mr.
Hayes of Illinois, with whom I had the
great pleasure of serving for many
years.

Mr. Speaker, I wanted to inquire of
families in America that if they this
past week bought strawberries in the
grocery store and then one of their
children became ill from eating those
berries, would they be able to find out,
as a U.S. consumer, where those berries
had been produced and who had proc-
essed them? The answer is no, they
would not be able to find that informa-
tion out, when in fact consumers in our
country have a right to know where
their food is coming from.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of a country-of-origin labeling bill on
imported fresh fruits and vegetables. I
also rise in support of labeling for fro-
zen fruits and vegetables. Our distin-
guished colleague, the gentleman from
California, Mr. SONNY BONO, has intro-
duced the Imported Produce Labeling
Act of 1997. I am pleased to join him as
an original sponsor on that bill, to re-
quire all fresh fruits and vegetables to
be clearly identified as to their country

of origin. With all the pesticides used
in other places and the difficulties with
border inspection, this is the least we
can do for our people.

Also, we have written this week to
the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr.
Rubin. The Treasury Department has
been dragging its feet for well over a
year on the labeling of imported frozen
items, which of course these particular
strawberries, on which hundreds of our
people have become ill, were imported
berries that were processed and frozen.
There is absolutely no reason that as
we approach the year 2000 we cannot
take better care of the American peo-
ple.

A recent poll showed that nearly 70
percent of our people want to know and
favor country-of-origin labeling for
both fresh and frozen commodities.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my distin-
guished colleague, the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. SMITH] for giving me the
opportunity to place this on the
Record.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of coun-
try of origin labeling on imported fruits and
vegetables—both frozen and fresh.

Nearly every consumer product has origin
labeling except the produce we eat.

Consumers have a right to know where their
food is coming from.

The use of pesticides in other countries and
border inspection practices raise even more
questions in the minds of consumers about
the quality and health risks of imported fruits
and vegetables.

I am pleased to be a sponsor of the Im-
ported Produce Labeling Act introduced by our
colleague from across the aisle Representa-
tive SONNY BONO. This bill strengthens existing
law to require all fresh fruits and vegetables to
be clearly identified as to their country of ori-
gin.

This bill simply closes existing loopholes
that allow fresh fruits and vegetables to be ex-
empt from country of origin labeling require-
ments, by requiring that the products them-
selves—or the bins, display cases or contain-
ers holding the commodity—be labeled at the
retail level with their country of origin.

It is critical that we clearly define the country
of origin on all fruits and vegetables coming in
this country so that we can effectively trace
back bad lots.

The press has been full of reports about fro-
zen strawberries with misleading country of or-
igin information which were associated with an
outbreak of hepatitis among school children
participating in the National School Lunch Pro-
gram. Commodities purchased for the lunch
and breakfast programs are required by stat-
ute to be grown in America, unless no domes-
tic product is available. Based on news re-
ports, it appears that the processor may have
falsified documentation to make Mexican
strawberries appear to be American produce.
As a result of this deception, thousands of
children are threatened with disease.

On April 3, I wrote the Treasury Secretary
Robert Rubin to urge him to proceed with the
enactment of a final Customs Service Regula-
tion which would clarify the requirements for
country of origin labeling for frozen imported
produce.

Last July, Customs published a proposed
regulation clarifying that frozen imported

produce be clearly labeled as to country of ori-
gin on the front panel of packages, in perma-
nent ink. In its Federal Register notice regard-
ing the proposal, Customs declared that the
clarification in policy was necessary because
current standards allow variations in labeling
which could create confusion or be mislead-
ing.

Current law requires imported frozen
produce to be clearly labeled as to country of
origin. But it appears to be a common occur-
rence for frozen produce that is brought into
the United States to be repackaged without
the required labeling. In other instances in
which packages are labeled, the size of type,
or poor quality of ink, make it impossible for
consumers or Customs inspectors to verify
compliance with the law. Customs has warned
that their responsibility in verifying that all
packages sold in this country comply with the
law is made extremely difficult in the absence
of clear standards for where the country of ori-
gin label is to be displayed.

Despite the importance of this issue and the
right of all Americans to be informed about
where the produce they buy for their families
is from, Customs’ proposed regulation re-
ceived little public attention and few public
comments during the comment period last
summer. In fact, only about 50 individual com-
ments were received: the majority of these
were from food growers and processors in
other countries.

However, American consumers and Amer-
ican food growers and processors appear to
feel strongly about this issue. In fact, a recent
national poll conducted after the comment pe-
riod closed found that nearly 70 percent of
American consumers would favor a Govern-
ment regulation requiring country of origin la-
beling, and 73 percent stated that they would
most likely notice the label if it appeared on
the front panel of package. Perhaps most im-
portantly, the survey found that 83 percent of
consumers had never noticed a country of ori-
gin label on a package of frozen vegetables.
These facts would seem to make the case for
enactment of the Customs proposal crystal
clear.

The recent news reports of thousands of
American school children put at risk of hepa-
titis from frozen strawberries, imported from
Mexico but misidentified as being product of
the United States, serves as a dramatic re-
minder of how important it is for all American
consumers to know where the food they eat
comes from. The Customs Service must en-
actment country of origin labeling on frozen
fruits and vegetables immediately.
f
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SOCIAL SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. JEN-
KINS). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 7, 1997, the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. SMITH] is
recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, for everybody’s information, I will
be taking slightly less than 20 minutes
for this presentation. I think this is
the time of year when every American,
Mr. Speaker, should be looking at their
income tax returns and seeing how
much they pay in taxes. They should
be looking at their payroll check, if
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